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My  Books,  lo  me,  are  like  my  friends. 
Their  presence  to  my  pleasure  tends, 
And  when  away,  I  wait  with  pain, 
Until  I  see  them  back  again. 


REMARKS      ^  ,  7 

1  .  / 


ON  THE  STRICTURES 


OP 


REVEREND  JOSEPH  LYMAN,  D.  D. 

OF  HATFIELD* 


ON  A  PAMPHLET  ENTITLED 


«  COMMENTS,  &c/ 


WITH  A  PRINCIPAL  VIEW  TO  THE  PRACTICAL  SYSTEM,. 
THOSE^  STRICTURES  SEEM  DESIGNED  TO 
SUPPORT  : 


BY  SAMUEL  WILLARD, 

MINISTER  OF  DeErFIELD. 


GREENFIELD  I 
PRINTED  BY  DENIO  AI^'D  PHELPS. 
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IT  is  not  the  present  design  of  the  write»  to  tax 
the  public  with  many  additional  pages  on  the  unhappy 
controversy  now  pending,  so  far  as  it  is  limited  to  him- 
self, or  to  his  church  and  people.  To  those,  who  are 
in  the  habit  of  distinguishing  between  confident  claims 
and  just  claims,  and  have  had  leisure  and  disposition 
to  read  and  compare  the  four  pamphlets  already  pub- 
lished, viz.  the  Documents,  the  Counterpart,  the  Com- 
ment?, and  the  Strictures,  little  more,  it  is  conceived, 
is  necessary  to  a  fair  decision  on  the  merits  of  the  case ; 
and,  if  there  be  any  whose  prepossessions  withhold 
them  from  such  a  comparison,  it  must  in  respect  to 
them  be  useless  to  add  any  thing  more.  Those  thing* 
in  the  Strictures,  therefore,  which  relate  particularly 
to  the  first  council,  so  called,  to  the  sentiments  the 
candidate  then  professed,  to  the  council  ex  parte  at 
Muddy  Brook,  or  to  the  first  council  at  Greenfield  ia 
1813,  I  shall  pass  over  with  few  words,  referring  the 
reader  to  the  Com  iients  and  the  Documents  for  a 
more  particular  reply.  That,  during  the  present  con- 
trovers}',  the  pastor  and  clAirch  of  Deerfieid  have  in 
all  things  done  that  which  is  correct,  is  hardly  to  be 
supposed  ;  but  they  humbly  hope  th  it  in  the  great 
day,  when  the  secrets  of  all  hearts  will  be  reveale  l, 
they  shail  obtain  the  general  approbation  of  their 
Judge.  They  w-ish  too  for  the  approbation  of  their 
Christian  brethren  and  neighbors.  The  author  of 
these  remarks  however  ddes  not  consider  (his,  as  w^or- 
thy  to  be  the  principal  object  of  ids  present  appeal  to 
the  pu!)llc.  The  inconveniences  he  and  his  people 
.'ire  sunering  from  the  disafTection  of  some,  with  whom 
they  wish  to  live  in  Christian  harmony  and  love,  f.re, 
it  is  conceived,  unworthy  of  a  thought,  when  compar- 
ed with  the  extensive  evils  to  be  apprehended  from 
tht  system,  of  which  these  are  partial  results,    lu  the 
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greater  part  of  these  remarks  therefore  it  will  be  his 

design  to  expose  the  general  principles  and  claims, 
from  which  these  local  evils  proceed. 

In  all  controversies,  addressed  to  the  public,  it 
might  be  well  perhaps  for  the  respective  authors  to  in- 
quire in  the  outset,  In  what  light  stich  addresses  are  to 
he  viewed.  Are  they  to  be  considered,  as  appeals  to 
the  impartial  decision  of  the  public  on  the  points  at 
issue  between  the  parties  ?  or  are  they  authoritative 
decisions  for  the  publie,  with  or  without  evidence,  as 
may  suit  the  convenience  of  the  writer  ?  Few  or  none, 
it  is  probable,  will  hesitate  to  say  they  can  with  pro- 
priety be  nothing  el^e,  than  modest  appeals  to  the 
judgment  of  that  public,  to  which  they  are  addressed, 
V.  hile  they  barely  supply  the  necessary  light  and  evi- 
dence. Keeping  this  principle  in  view,  the  author  of 
these  remarks  will  endeavor  to  carry  himj-elf  with  dei- 
corum  in  regard  te  the  public  and  his  respected  oppo- 
nent;  leaving  it  to  them  to  settle  between  themselves 
the  question  of  decorum  relative  to  numerous  asser- 
tions in  the  Advertisement"  and  subsequent  pages 
of  the  Strictures,  some  of  which  the  author  of  said 
Strictures  has  made  in  apparent  contempt  of  the  repre- 
senlalions  of  him,  whoss  character  and  standing  they 
»o  deeply  affect.  (See  Strict,  pp.  2,  5,  6  ) 
,  The  Rev.  author  of  the  Strictures,  It  is  understood, 
speaks  in  his  own  name,  as  well  as  that  of  his  asso- 
ciates, in  every  th.ing  he  says  in  the  '  Advertisement" 
arier  (he  first  period.  From  several  passages  in  the 
Stricliiresit  is  further  understood,  that  he  is  willing  to 
have  his  own  pretensions  identified  with  those  advanc- 
ed in  the  2d  part  of  the  Counterpart.  Premising  these 
things,  I  proceed  to  the  remarks  proposed. 

Of  the  Comments  of  Mr.  AV.  it  is  asserted  in  the 
Advertisement  to  the  Strictures  (p.  2,)  "  A  studied 
ambiguity  and  concealment  of  his  religious  opinions 
run  through  them.  His  opponents  are  assailed  from  a 
covert." 

Are  these  accusations  just  ?  Are  the  Comments  so 
unmanly  and  disingenuous,  as  here  represented  ?  Let 
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it  be  grasted,  that  in  mnnj  places  they  are  ambiguous; 
flow  does  the  Rev.  Dr.  know,  that  ambiguity  was 
fitudied  /  Perhaps  the  charge  of  ambiguity  may  be  re- 
solved into  a  very  questionable  use  of  terms  by  the 
learned  Dr.  himself.  It  is  true,  that  in  the  Comments 
little  is  said  of  the  author's  present  belief,  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  doctrines  in  view.  That  was  no  part  of 
his  real  nor  of  his  professed  design.  The  only  point, 
on  which  he  was  disposed  to  join  issue  with  his  neigh- 
boring fathers  and  brethren,  was  the  importance  of 
those  doctrines,  on  which,  as  stated  in  the  Comments, 
he  had  had  somewhat  different  sentiments  from  them, 
and  on  that  account  had  been  treated  in  the  manner 
there  related.  To  bring  this  point,  viz.  the  hnpoT' 
tance  of  those  doctrines,  to  a  fair  discussion  was  the 
leading  object  of  the  Comments,  as  will  probably  ap- 
pear to  any  discerning  reader.  Dr.  L.  understr^pds  it 
so.  "  His  effort,"  says  he,  (p.  23,)  "  is  to  show  that 
the  doctrines  in  dispute  are  not  of  such  weight,  as  to 
require  adoption,  in  order  to  the  admission  of  the  can- 
didate to  the  ministry,"  Whence  then  the  charge  of 
studied  ambiguity  ?  of  concealment  ?  of  a  covert  as- 
sault ?  Suppose  the  magnitude  of  Europe  were  the 
point  in  dispute,  need  there  be  any  studied  ambiguity 
or  concealment  in  saying  nothing  of  its  fertility  ? 
My  Rev.  opponents,  if  1  rightly  understand  their 
Advertisement,"  refuse  to  meet  me  on  the  ground, 
on  which  they  are  most  explicitly  (not  covertly)  in- 
vited to  come  forth,  (see  Com.  pp.  36,  37,)  viz.  the 
fundamental  importance  of  the  doctrines  in  view.  They 
pronounce  a  judgment  on  this  specific  point  (Count,  p. 
21.)  which  involves  in  the  apprehension  of  many,  not 
only  me,  but  thousands  of  others  sustaining  the  same 
office ;  which  virtually  denounces  us,  as  unworthy  of 
the  sacred  places  we  filL  When  called  upon  to  sub- 
stantiate their  high  accusation  by  proving  the  iden- 
tical point  they  have  so  confidently  assumed ;  to  shorw 
their  warrant  for  the  tremendous  judgment  they  pro- 
nounce ;  they  decline ;  they  throw  it  back  on  me  to 
prove  a  negative ;  to  show  that  they  have  no  such 
A  2 


6 


warrant.  Or  at  least,  they  must  be  told  what  their  op- 
ponent thinks  of  another  point,  before  they  will  feel 
themselves  bound  in  justice  or  candor,  to  establish 
thh. 

But  why,  sl'Iqt  all  their  confident  professions,  and 
the  correspondent  measures  they  are  pursuing,  are 
they  so  unwilling  to  meet  the  author  of  the  Comments 
on  one  of  the  points  of  their  onn  naming^  the  clear  re- 
veiatioii  of  the  doctrines  in  view,  as  fundamental  ? 
"Why  do  they  wish  him  to  deny  the  truth  of  doctrines, 
which  they  esteem  so  precious,  and  which  he  has  no 
disposition  to  deny  I  If,  they  have  that  clear  warrant 
for  their  judgment,  which  they  pretend,  why  in  the 
name  of  compassion  do  they  not  bring  it  forward,  and 
at  once  put  an  end  to  the  doubts  of  their  less  enlight- 
ened brethren  ?  In  proving  the  fundamentnl  impor- 
tanca  of  these  doctrines  they  will  of  necessity  prove 
the  tndli  ef  them,  whereas  on  the  other  hind  a  proof 
of  their  truth  would  not  necessarily  prove  their  im- 
portance, aor  bring  the  controversy  to  a  close.  Let 
the  public  then  jud»e,  which  is  the  more  probable, 
whether  that  the  authors  of  the  Counterpart  think  it 
unreasonable  to  produce  the  evidence  they  profess  to 
have  for  the  awful  judgment  they  pronounce,  relative 
to  fundamental  doctrines,  or  that  fhey  can  not  produce 
it.  And  possibly  the  candid  reader  may  have  ftel- 
ings  similar  to  those  of  Elihu  on  a  certain  occasion, 
(Job  xxxii.  3.)  and  for  a  similar  reason. 

The  Strictures  (p.  3,)  speak  of  the  Comments,  as  in 
same  things  too  personal."  The  reader,  it  is  hop- 
«d,  v*ill  do  the  Comments  the  justice  of  comparing 
them  in  this,  as  well  as  other  points  of  view,  with  the 
Counterpart,  to  which  they  were  a  rep!}'',  as  also  with 
the  Strictures  which  contain  this  complaint. 

A  little  below  w  e  find  some  complaints  of  a  passage 
in  the  Comments,  in  which  it  is  said  in  reference  to 
the  names  subscribed  to  the  Counterpart,  "  In  the 
view  of  many  perhaps  such  a  host  of  names  will  give 
ilemonstration  to  every  statement  or  opinion  they  at- 
teai'*   The  author  bas  no  recollection  of  having  had 
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any  reference  in  this  to  the  design  of  his  opponent?, 
but  to  known  facts,  it  beiag  a  frequent  position,  that 
so  many  of  such  men  cannot  mistalte  nor  Dii?reprseect. 
Indeed,  if  the  autlior  of  the  Strictures  himseif,  ha<!  not 
been  aware  of  I  lie  authority  of  his  own  name  with  a 
great  part  of  the  conimiiiiity,  it  seems  h  irdiy  imaglna- 
lle,  that  he  would  so  often  have  rested  his  cause  on 
bare  assertion,  as  he  aj)pears  to  have  done. 

What  is  written  in  the  Comments  relative  to  the 
exhibition  of  the  author's  faith  to  the  first  council  aa- 
Eenibied  for  his  ordination,  is  written.  It  is  not  seca 
tliat  the  Strictures  re qjire  much  to  be  added,  nor  any 
thing  retracted.  The  heresy  the  Rev.  Dr.  finds  in 
the  Profession,  (Strict,  p.  10,)  still  eludes  my  difccera- 
ment.  The  construction  he  puts  upon  it,  is  not  seen 
to  be  a  necessarij,  W  a'7mtural  one;  nor  is  it  the  one 
intended.  My  convictions  are  clear,  t/iat  no  exprcs* 
gion  I  used  on  that  occasion,  im]>iied  a  belief  that  our 
blessed  Lord  was  a  mere  creature,  nor  could  have 
done  so  without  implying,  what  I  did  not  hold.  The 
representation,  that  has  often  been  made,  was  proba- 
bly an  inference  from  a  sentiment,  that  was  indeed 
avowed,  viz,  that  I  considered  Christ  "  a  derived 
Eeing;  The  Son  of  God,"  to  u&e  the  terms  1  then  ur- 
ed.  Ho  v  far  this  sentiment  is  chargeable  with  here- 
sy, we  shall  consider  in  another  place. 

Mr.  W.  is  charged,  Strict,  p.  12,  with  not  believing 
in  the  supernatural,  special,  and  effectual  influences 
of  the  Holy  Spirit,  on  the  ground  ot  his  giving  no  de- 
cided answer  to  a  question,  th^t  might  have  confound- 
ed a  more  discerning  mind,  than  he  pretends  to  have^ 
viz.  Which  of  these  tw  o  causes"  (human  exertion  or 
divine  influence)  "  is  the  deciding  and  distinguishing- 
cause  of  regeneration  ?"  If  either  of  them  be  the  decid- 
ing cause,  how  can  the  other  be  any  cause  at  all  ? 

*'  On  the  doctrine  of  election,"  says  the  Rev.  Dr, 
page  13,  Mr.  Willard  agrees  precisely  with  Whitby 
and  other  thorough  going  Arminians."  This  short 
sentence,  he  was  probably  aware,  would  have  more^ 
wafluence  with  thousands  of  the .  community,  than,  a 


volume  of  reasoning.  Such  an  appeal  to  the  prejudices 
of  names  is  not  indeed  decisive  evidence  of  a  bad  cause ; 
but,  I  suppose,  every  one  acquainted  with  the  historj 
of  mankind,  knows  it  to  be  the  usual  method  of  sus- 
taining those  causes,  which  will  not  bear  a  candid 
discussion.  In  one  point,  and  probably  more,  Dr.  L. 
as  well  as  Mr,  W.  agrees  precisely  with  the  devil, 
who,  we  are  told,  believes  there,  is  one  God."  I 
mean  nothing  more  by  this,  however,  than  to  show 
the  absurdity  and  unfairness  of  appealing  to  the  preju- 
dice of  obnoxious  names.  As  to  Whitby,  it  is  pre- 
sumed, his  greatness  will  not  be  made  a  question.  Nor, 
apart  from  the  principles  he  held,  do  I  recollect  to 
have  seen  any  evidence  against  his  goodness. 

The  writer  of  this  professes  himsell  neither  of  Paul 
nor  of  Apollos,  nor  of  Cephas.  It  is  a  matter  o\' perfect 
indifference,  whether  in  a  particular  point  he  agrees 
with  Arminius,  or  with  Calvin,  or  with  neither  of 
them.  The  only  point  he  considers  deserving  of  at- 
tention, is,  whether  he  be  a  true  disciple  of  him,  who 
is  an  infinitely  better  guide  than  either. 

"  Th«  able  treatise  of  the  Rev.  Samuel  Taggart'* 
on  the  doctrine  of  perseverance,  I  read  several  years 
ago,  and  it  is  ray  impression,  that  it  is,  to  say  the  least, 
a  plausible  defence  of  the  doctrine. 

On  the  paragraph  quoted  from  the  bottom  of  the 
16th  and  top  of  the  17th  page  of  Com.  in  the  16th  and 
1 7th  of  Strict,  the  Rev.  author  makes  a  variety  of  re- 
marks, which  must  not  pass  without  notice,  as  some 
of  them  b^ar  hardly  on  the  character  of  his  opponent, 
as  a  man  of  piety  or  seriousness  itself. 

By  some  part  of  the  quotation,"  it  is  said,  p.  17, 
"  read  in  connection  with  a  passage  in  page  33d  Com. 
ene  might  thiek  that  an  ordainina;  council  must  be  an 
assemblage  of  men  convened  to  do  a  certain  piece  of 
work,  as  an  acknowledgment  for  a  sumptuous  enter- 
tainment provided  for  them  by  their  employers.  And 
if  they  did  not  do  the  work  allotted  them,  they  did  not 
properly  remunerate  the  expence  laid  out  upon  them," 
&:e»   Candid  reader,  is  this  a  fair  construction/  W« 
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ail  allow  there  arc  certain  external  decencies  befong- 
ing  to  the  most  sacred  things  in  religion ;  but  doelfc 
that  im()Iy  that  those  decencies  are  in  our  minds  (he 
principal  things  ? 

With  reference  to  the  sanae  quotation,  the  Rer.  Dn 
has  these  words,  page  19 ;  "  What  does  Mr.  W.  say  ? 
That  the  candidate  did  not  solicit  an  examination  !  It 
is  an  unhappinefs,  that  he  has  said  or  thought  it.  Ee 
would  have  desired  it  had  he  been  deeply  impressed 
with  a  sense  of  the  greatness  of  the  work,"  &c.  What 
rf  flections  are  these  t  and  with  what  essurance  ar« 
they  made  ! 

That  Mr,  W.  was  not  duly  impressed  with  the 
greatness  of  that  work,  for  which  none  are  of  them- 
selves sufficient,  is  indeed  to  be  feared.  But  the  ac- 
knowledgment, thc:t  he  did  ne  t  on  that  occasion  so- 
licit a  juridic:il  trial,  fronj  which  there  should  be  no  ap- 
peal," (see  the  quotation  referred  to,)  does  not  in  hig 
opinion  prove  him  to  have  been  so  destitute  of  serioug 
impressions,  as  his  venerable  opponent  would  have 
his  reader  bt  lieve. 

That  every  candidate  for  this  awfully  responsible 
office  ought,  pievlously  to  his  entering  upon  it,  to  give 
evidence  of  his  aptness  to  teach,  as  well  as  of  a  pious 
and  reputable  character,  is  unquestionable.  But  the 
author  of  this  has  long  entertained  the  opinion,  held 
by  maoy  others,  that  so  far  as  those  doctrines,  which 
for  ceaUiries  have  divided  the  greatest  and  best  of 
men,  are  subjected  to  examination,  it  should  be  done 
at  the  time  the  person  applies  {or  arpr  oh  alien  to  preach^ 
Then  it  seems  a  check  may  be  give  a  with  compara- 
tively few  inconveniences.  Then  the  candidate  is 
connected  with  no  people.  The  conF,equent  disap- 
pointments are  few  and  small.  His  character  has  not 
become  public,  and  he  will  suffer  little  mortification 
from  the  delay.  At  the  time  proposed  for  ordination, 
the  hearts  of  the  people  are  engaged  in  their  candi- 
date ;  a  council  is  convened,  and  some  of  tht  m  per- 
haps from  a  distance ;  considerable  expense  has  been 
hicurred  in  providing  for  their  entertainment ;  indi- 
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viduah  have  invited  their  friends  from  all  quarters  t« 
come,  and  p^rticijiate  in  the  joj^s  of  the  day.  Thes^ 
and  mauy  other  things  of  the  like  kind  render  it  in 
the  minds  of  many  expedient,  that  the  principal  exam- 
ination take  place  at  the  time  a  man  is  approbated  to 
preach.  At  that  time  an  examination  does  take  place 
before  an  association,  which  in  general  is  as  large  as 
an  ordaining  council  apart  from  the  delegates.  True, 
they  are  not  always  the  same  men,  who  are  invited  to 
the  council.  But  there  are  those,  who  think,  that  ia 
such  cases  respect  is  due  to  the  judgment  of  brethren, 
and  that  there  is  no  other  way  of  preserving  harmoi;/ 
in  the  Christian  church.  Again,  it  may  be  said  the 
approbating  association  may  differ  in  opinion  from  us." 
True ;  but  shall  we  nc^t  think  it  possible^  thai  ia  that 
difference  they  may  be  in  the  right  and  we  in  the  wrong? 
*'  But  in  those  associations  the  churches  are  not  repre- 
sented," They  are  not.  a  compensation  for  this 
hovv^ever,  it  is  to  be  remembere(^,  that  previously  to 
the  cdll,  the  cliurch  particularly  concerned,  have  a  pe- 
culiar opportunity  for  determining  the  candidate's  apt- 
ness to  teach,  hearing  him,  as  they  do  for  several 
weeks  or  mouths,  and  ia  that  way  learning  not  only 
what  he  believes,  but  in  what  manner  he  enforces  his 
doctrine.  From  this  pre-eminent  advantage,  and  the 
general  information  and  good  sense  in  our  churches,  I 
coticcivc  that  (if  left  entirely  to  themselves  and  the 
Great  Head  of  the  church)  they  will  generally  judge 
more  correctly  for  lliemselves,  than  a  council  wiil 
judge  for  them  ;  that  they  will  be  less  likely  to  yield 
unduly  to  party  prgudices^  than  those  who  have  pro- 
fessionally espoused  any  particular  dogma? ;  and  of 
course,  that  great  dependence  ought  to  be  placed  on 
the  decision  of  the  church,  by  a  council  called  to  or- 
dain. For  (he?e  and  other  reasons  I  made  the  avowal, 
which  has  brougl»ton  me  the  re  flections  quoted  above. 
Ail  this  I  suppose  asid  probably  much  more  would  be 
said  hy  the  muliirude  of  distinguishtd  clergymen,  on 
whom  the  Kev.  Dr.  has  thmighr fit  to  vent  bis  feelings 
in  the  following  quotation  from  page  IQ.  Certainly 
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they  who  act  for  Christ  in  consecrating  to  officf ,  must 
eXfsnjine  asd  try  the  candidate,  to  Jearn  whether  he 
be  a  proi-er  person  to  receive  consecration.  This 
right  oiighl  never  to  be  disputed.  But  this  right  and 
aulhorily  iire  disputed.  Councils  have  teen  conven- 
ed, ii»  which  it  has  been  overruled,  that  the  exhibitioa 
of  a  creed,  or  even  (he  call  and  approbation  of  the 
chnrch,  shall  pirclude  the  Triers  from  putting  ques- 
tions. SIjh  nefLl  nicdern  instances  of  this  negligence 
in  the  Lord's  work,  night  be  adduced-  But  let  a  veii 
be  Ci'ft  over  transactions  so  reprehensible,  so  little 
e>editHljle  lo  ?ome  nominal  leaders  in  the  kingdom  of 
Christ.    But  this  lax,  criminal  practice  of  a  few,"  drc. 

The  instances,  in  which  all  questions  have  been 
Gverrtilcd  it  is  presuiued,  have  been  fev/  or  rone,  Ma- 
iiT  ho^vever  avow  that,  if  they  can  be  satisfied  of  the 
iia^Kral  ubility,  the  learning,  the  piety,  and  good  re- 
port of  the  candidate,  as  also  of  his  firm  belief  in  the 
divinity  ol  the  gosjiel  and  humble  disposition  to  em- 
brace whatever  it  shall  appear  tjo  reveal,  they  do  not 
wish  to  question  him  particularly  about  abstruse  and 
clis]mlabie  points.  All  these,  it  is  conceived,  come 
within  the  *^ope  of  the  Rev.  Dr'«.  censures;  for  it  i$ 
something  else  than  neglect  to  hinder  others  from  ask- 
ing questions,  that  ought  to  be  asked.  True,  these 
gentlemen  must  be  aware,  that  in  this  way,  danger- 
ous errors  or  defects  may  spring  up  in  the  church. 
But  it  is  a  consideration  with  them,  whether  they  can 
prevent  them  without  occasioning  olher  evils  far 
greater.  And  perhaps  in  the  great  day,  when  fhey 
will  have  a  m.ore. competent  judge,  their  forbearance 
will  be  found  to  have  s]  run?:  horn  a  principle,  similar 
to  that  avowed  by  the  apostle  Pj^uI,  1  Cor.  iit.  2.  I 
have  fed  you  with  milk  hfid  not  with  meat;  for  I?i*h- 
erto  ye  were  not  a»«!e  to  1  ear  ti and  by  our  inlalii- 
b?e  M-ifetf-r  himself.  John  xvi,  12,  "I  have  ye\  mnr.y 
IhingT?  to  say  unto  you,  but  ye  cm  not  f^ear  them  now.'* 
They  riiRy  ihiak  there  are  m^^ry  tbis^^s  hrghly  desira- 
ble, but  that  in  present  circuHi^tnnces,  they  can  ex- 
pect no  good  by  iii5itting  upon  them. 
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But  wc  must  return  once  more  to  the  quotation,  to 
which  we  have  twice  referred.  The  Rev.  Dr.  sj)eaks 
of  it  as  not  consistent  in  iis  jseveral  parts.  Perhaps 
the  supposed  inconsistency  may  be  found  to  arij^e  from 
a  misconstructiofl,  which  requires  some  aiio!oi;y  on 
his  part.  lie  impuces  to  it  the  senti;nent,  that  the 
council  are  obliged  to  proceed  and  ordain  ^greeardy 
to  the  voice  of  the  cliurch,  and  then  proceeds  to  refute 
it;  whereas  no  such  idea  was  intended;  nor  is  it 
Been  how  it  could  fairly  be  inferred  from  any  thing,  un- 
lfg5»  it  were  from  somethiiig  quoted  from  the  Rev. 
President  Stales.  Though  the  council  is  al ion  cd  to 
have  no  ccmorial  power  over  the  candidate  or  the 
churc^i,  it  is  ex,)ressly  cur}ct<li^d  thai  they  "  are  to 
judge  for  themstives  o?"  the  qualifications  of  the  pastor 
elect,"  in  order,  as  might  have  been  understood,  to 
determine  whether  it  be  proper  for  them  to  proceed  to 
ordination.  On  the  very  page  of  the  Co  laments,  from 
which  the  Rev.  author  ol  Strict,  began  his  quotation, 
Tiz.  the  16th,  he  might  have  found  the  following  pas- 
sage ;  "  I  was  always  ready  to  suppose  the  first  coun- 
cil in  refusing  me  ordination,  acted  conscientiously  ; 
and  it  is  one  of  the  first  principles  of  etMcs  and  reli- 
gion, that  conscience  must  in  all  cases  be  obeyed  to 
the  extent  of  our  physical  power."^ 

The  author  of  the  Strictures,  page  17,  says  of  an 
erdaining  council,  "  They  are  one  of  our  Lord's  solemn 
earthly  tribunals  ;  invested  v/ith  plenary  powers,  they 
are  to  exercise  a  jaridical  auttiority  "  They  are,  ex 
officio,  to  try  and  determine  the  qualifications  of  the 
candidate." 

If  these  high  prerogatives  are  conceded  to  ordaining 
councils  in  the  extent,  for  whicb  the  Counterpart  and 
Strictures  seem  to  contend;  if  every  church  and  peo- 
ple after  electiug  their  minister,  must  call  a  council 
from  the  neighborhood,  and  sufnnitto  them  in  a  juridi- 
cal capacity  whether  they  shall  have  the  man  of  their 
choice  or  not;  if  after  beiag  denied  the  at^sistance  of 
one  council  called  for  the  purpose  of  ordination,  and 
clcnied  merely  ou  tlie  ground  of  some  difference  in  ro- 
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gard  to  tho^  abstrose  doctrines  in  which  every  oac  is 
liable  to  err,  fhej  may  rot  without  sundering  the  cords 
of  love  PiSk  assistance  from  others ;  if  on  account  of 
ihi«  they  are  to  be  treated,  as  outcasts  from  the  com- 
monwealth of  the  Redeemer,  what  becomes  of  the 
very  foundation  of  the  congregational  churches  ? 

In  the  Cambridge  Platform,  which  was  ado{»ted  by 
the  venerable  fathers  of  New  England,  and  has  ever 
since  been  regarded,  as  the  only  human  constitution 
of  the  congregational  churches  of  this  commonwealth, 
we  have  these  words,  chap.  9.  seCi  2.  "  Ordinath^n  we 
account  nothing  else  than  the  solemn  putting  a  man 
into  his  place  and  office  in  the  church,  whereunto  he- 
had  a  right  before  by  election,  being  like  the  installing 
of  a  magistrate."  ,This  I  suppose  a  clear  expression 
of  the  miKd  of  our  fathers,  relative  to  the  point  before 
us  ;  for,  if  by  the  election  of  a  church  a  man  has  a 
right  to  the  oi?ice  of  a  pastor,  a  council  called  to  or- 
daiB  him  can  have  no  right  to  forbid  his  induction  to 
that  office^  A  magistrate,  duly  elected  or  appointed, 
most  be  installed. 

Again,  (sec.  4.)  the  election  of  church  officers  is 
SfK>ken  of,  as  an  P.ct  superior  to  that  of  ordination ;  if 
so,  it  is  conceived,  the  former  must  control  the  latter. 

In  the  Com.  (pp.  I  7,  IS,)  the  reader  may  find  quo- 
tations from  the  late  Rev.  Dr.  Stiles  in  opposition  to 
that  authority  of  ordaining  councils,  for  which  the  au- 
thors of  the  Counterpart  were  supposed  to  contf  nd. 
The  author  of  Strict,  to  the  great  admiration  oi  one 
at  least,  would  peisiiade  his  reader  there  is  nothing  in 
those  abstracts  to  the  purpose  for  which  they  weie  cit- 
ed. Some  of  them  are  the^e  :  "  Nor  do  vre  fuid  the  a;<03- 
tlJes  or  neighbouring  churches  ever  nf  gntived  a  popu- 
lar election  ;  but  universally  ordained  snch  men  to  ihe 
minis? ry,  as  by  the  choice  of  the  congregation  appear- 
ed to  be  men  of  good  report." 

«^  The  powers  of  the  bretlirea  in  the  case  before  us, 
a?e  abridged  and  embarraEsed;  and  their  liberly  hut 
partial,  when  among  a  body  of  free  apostolic  churches, 
a  number  of  uelghbouriL^g  churches  tale  upon  them  lo 
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be  dig|)leasetl  with  the  acts  nnd  electicto  oF  a  sister 
church,  and  excommunicate,  or  refuse  Chrigtian  fel- 
lowship with  that  church.  If  this  should  not  in  the 
event  control  the  election  and  introduce  a  negative  on 
the  church,  yet  it  certainly  has  a  tendency  to  it;  and 
at  least  shows  that  that  combination  of  churches  are 
desirous  of  spiritual  dominion." 

*'  Congregational  councils  are  advisory  onlj^" 
Would  my  limits  admit,  s?everai  pages  might  be  quot- 
ed to  a  similar  effect ;  and  it  is  to  be  remembered,  that 
that  learned  and  good  man  is  not  giving  merely  his 
own  opinion,  but  what  he  understands  to  be  the  general 
sentiment  of  the  churches. 

The  writer  of  this  would  by  no  means  excite  cause- 
less alarms;  but  it  does  appear  to  him  high  time  for 
the  people  of  God  tliroughout  our  land,  and  more  espe- 
cially in  this  vicinity,  to  look  to  tho?e  liberties,  v,'bere- 
TTith  Christ  has  made  them  free.  The  sigcs  of  the 
times  are  many.  Pretensions  are  almost  everywhere 
«et  up,  which  seem  impo2?ible  to  be  justified  to  God 
or  man,  on  finy  other  ground,  than  tl  at  of  absolute  in- 
fallibility The  rights  of  the  people  to  choose  their 
own  pastors,  and  judge  for  themselves  of  the  doctrines 
and  duties  of  religion  are  not  very  expressly  denied  ei- 
ther in  the  Counterpart  or  the  Stricture?.  But  per- 
haps the  point,  to  which  5ome  of  iry  Rev.  brethren  in 
this  neighbourhood  wish  te  bring  the  people.,  may  be 
safely  conjectured  from  the  plan  of  a  consociation,  set 
on  foot  in  the  autumn  of  1808  in  the  Northern  associa- 
tion of  Hampshire  county.  The  course  of  the  busi- 
ness was  this ;  the  several  churches  in  that  associa- 
tion were  invited  to  choose  delegates  to  meet  with 
the  v-.ssociation  for  the  purpose  of  devising  -ome  plan 
for  the  better  regulation  of  ecclesiastical  alfairs.  Some 
of  the  churches  did  choose  such  delegates  ;  a  conven- 
tion w^as  held ;  and  a  committee  of  three  clergymen 
appointed  to  draught  a  constitution  for  consociation. 
A  partial  instrument  w  as  accordingly  drawn  up,  and 
sent  out  for  the  ratification  of  the  churches. 
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And  what  was  to  be  expected  of  gtrttlemen,  wko 
took  the  ground,  that  is  generally  taken  by  the  Hev. 
Clergy  of  this  neighborhood,  particularly  the  authors 
of  the  Counterpart  ?  Can  it  be  doubted,  that  they 
woukl  make  it  an  object  to  secure  the  entire  control 
of  the  churches  in  their  connexion,  at  least  so  far  as 
their  favorite  doctrines  were  in  any  way  concerned  ? 
Let  u»  see  how  in  fact  it  was.  There  were  at  lea»t 
two  openincjs  for  the  establishment  of  this  control.  In 
the  first  place  the  instrument  professed  to  be  a  mere 
cutline  of  a  constitution;  which  implied  that  it  was 
to  be  filled  up,  after  it  had  been  adopted,  and  become 
by  express  provision  indissolubly  binding  on  the 
churches.  Here  it  may  be  thought  the  churches  were 
safe,  because  they  would  of  course  have  a  roice  in 
whatever  additions  were  made  to  it  But  let  it  be 
supposed,  that  the  clerical  part  of  the  confociation 
were  united  in  the  sentiment,  that  it  were  better  for 
them  to  have  the  control  of  the  churches,  and  we  must 
immediately  see  that  here  was  an  opening  for  them 
to  obtain  it ;  for,  if  only  one  delegate  out  of  nine  for 
instance  were  induced  to  join  them,  their  object  was 
accomplished;  they  could  introduce  any  article,  they 
pleased,  against  the  voice  of  the  other  eight  churches* 

But  nothing  of  this  seem s^  necessary  to  have  given 
the  consociation  complete  and  universal  control  over 
the  churches,  that  should  adopt  the  plan.  The  11th 
article  expressly  provided  that it"  should  "  be  deem- 
ed the  duty  of  that  body  to  watch  over  the  several 
churches  in  their  connexion,  and  see  that  gospel  or- 
der and  discipliae  were  maintained  in  them."  "  Gos- 
pel order  and  discipline,"  1  suppose  it  will  be  agreed, 
are  very  broad  terms.  Suppose  ti  e  projectors  of  the 
consociation  had  imagined  it  would  conduce  to  the 
maintenance  ol  sound  dcctrire,  to  prohibit  a  vacant 
church  from  hearing  any  candidate  without  a  previous 
recommendation  from  Ihem  ;  or  to  apply  to  any  but 
themselves,  as  an  ordaining  council ;  or  to  admit  any 
to  their  communion  on  any  other  ground,  than  the  par- 
ticular test  Uuxi  fehould  prescribe ;  would  not  this  arti- 
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cle  full/. justify  such  interfereiKie  ?  Wairid  it  not  eren 
require  it  ?      It  shall  be   deemed  i\kQ  duty  of  thii 

It  aj^pefirs  ;to  rne,  that  the  powers  proposed  to  be 
ceded  to  the  consociatioii,  Amounted  by  fair  coastruc- 
tbn.  to  a  total  subversion  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
iodividual  cJiur^ht^s ;  certaialy  so,  if  the  sentiments  of 
the  exceneRt  Pr£3»idtnt  Stiles  are  correct.  Speakiqg 
of  consoeiaiioo,  he  says,  The  moment  jurisdiction 
enters,  like  the  creating  Cresar  perpetual  Dictator,  the 
beginning  of  the  absolute  loss  of  liberty  com  me  noes.'* 
Again,  he  says,  In  feithfidness  to  j>ost€rity  and  the 
ti'utb,  every  present  generation  should  teach  their  rid- 
ing  offspring  tbe  essential  diilerence  between  what  aris- 
es; from  human  {policy,  find  the  institutes  of  heaven; 
.and  tliat  as  the  Most  High  has  cot  invested  any  order 
ornien  since.the  ^po;^toiic  age  with  divine  infallible  au- 
thority, so  tone  of  their  decisions  on  or  about  religion 
pxirtake  in  the  least  degree  of  infallibility  :  that  eccle- 
siastical councils  have  no  authority  unless  imparted  to 
Ihem  by  the  churches,  and  this,  though  ecclesiastieal, 
yet  not  divine^and  that,  if  ever  this  be  cededor  giv- 
en up  to  the  degree  of  controlling  particular  churclies, 
posterity  will  ag^itin  date  the  . death  of  liberty  from  that 
unhappy  tera,  till  future  vigorous  striigglea  and  united 
combiaed  exertions  of  the  public  spirit  shall  resume 
it  into  those  hands  where  God  and  nature  placed  it.''* 

This  instrumer^t  was  communicated  to  the  several 
chuiches  under  the  association;  and  probably^  it  will 
not  be  denied,  that  gr^at  ^eal  was  exerted  in  procuring 
it  adoption.  In  most  of  those  churches  it  was  accept- 
.ed,  either  with  or  without  some  proposed  amendment?. 
But  from  the  str-^iiuous  opposition  it  met  ia  two  or 
thrfe  chiir-^'hes.  or  some  other  reafson,  it  has  hitherto 
been  suSered  to  rest.  Probably  the  projectors  were 
satisSet^,  that  the  people  were  lurdiy  ripe  for  such-a 
surrender  of  their  liberties  ;  that  they  had  not  yet  lost 
sight  of  the  object,  for  which  our  forefathers  Hed  to  this 
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distant,  desert  land ;  and  that  the  work  must  be  ma- 
lured  by  some  diifereat  measures- 

The  Kev.  author  of  the  Sirictures,  had  no  visible 
hand  in  the  projected  consociation.  But  cerwidermg 
his  zeal  for  similar  measureg,  his  high  authority  and 
great  influence  among  his  neighboring  brethren, and  hi« 
union  with  them  in  their  proceedings  relative  to  the 
pastor  and  church  of  Deer&eld,  it  can  hardly  be  doubt- 
ed, that  he  v/as  consulted  on  the  subject. 

Far  be  it  from  the  writer  of  this,  to  insinuate  that 
the  projectors  ol  consociation,  and  the  abettors  of  sim- 
ilar measures  are  influenced  by  corrupt  ambition. 
Doubtless  they  may  think  they  are  doing  God  htv- 
vice.  But,  should  thoy  succeed  in  bringing  the  pub- 
lic mind  to  the  adoption  of  the  measures  they  seem  to 
have  in  view,  they  may  lay  a  foundation  for  ecclesias- 
tical tyranny  under  successors  less  humble  and  meek 
than  themselves. 

But  to  return  to  the  Strictures ;  the  Rev.  author  ob- 
serves (p.  7,)  "  Mr.  W*  wishes  to  know  what  the  wri- 
ters of  the  Counterpart  mean  by — the  doctrines  of  the 
reformed  churches— the  doctrines  of  the  true  church 
of  God  in  all  ages,"  and  accordingly  proceeds  to  de- 
fine them.  1  will  not  accuse  him  of  designed  equivo- 
cation ;  but  the  fact  is,  he  has  changed  the  terms.  In 
the  Counterpart  it  u  asserted  of  the  Creed  presented 
to  the  first  Council,  that  On  the  great  leading  doc- 
trines of  the  reformrition  it  is  silent."  To  the  author 
of  the  Comments  this  appeared  a  very  bold  assertion, 
opposed  to  the  most  notorious  facts,  as  may  be  seen, 
Com.  pp.  10,  11,  12.  Totally  unable  to  conceive  in 
what  fair  constru<5tion  the  assertion  could  be  maintain- 
ed, he  did  ask,  "  What  the  gentlemen  meant  by  the 
great  leading  doctrines  of  the  rcformatian  ?"  How  does 
the  Rev.  Dr.  disengage  himself  and  his  brethren  from 
the  difficulty  ?  By  a  very  convenient  substitution  of 
other  terms^  "  Mr,  W.  wishes  to  know  what  the  wri- 
ters of  tkip^Counterpart  mean  by  the  dcctfrncs  oftb^ 
rt  formed  churches." 
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Every  one,  acquainted  with  ecclesiastical  hht9* 
ry,  knows  that  the  title  of"  the  Reformed  Church"  i» 
arrogated  by  the  followers  of  Calvin  in  exclusion  of 
the  Lutherans  and  every  other  denomination  of  Chrifi- 
tians.  The  reformation  is  considered,  as  having  be- 
gun with  Luther,  or  rather  with  Wicklitf.  Of  course, 
it  is  conceived,  the  term  of  the  reformed  church'* 
could  not  fairly  have  been  substituted  for  that  of the 
reformation."  But  this  change  is  comparatively  im- 
iinportant.  The  original  assertion  was,  On  the 
great  leading  doctrines  of  the  reformation  it  is  silent.'* 
Tv  hat  could  those  doctrines  be,  but  those  which  led 
to  the  reformation,  were  chiefly  influential  in  brmging 
ii  about,  and  constituted,  so  far  as  doctrine  was  con- 
cerned, the  essence  of  it,  forming  the  line  of  distino- 
tion  betiveen  the  reformers  and  the  corrupt  church, 
from  ^vhich  they  withdrew  ? 

Though  I  am  unwilling  to  suppose  this  a  designed 
|)iec3  of  tergiversation,  i  would  ask  whether  it  does 
not  discover  a  degree  of  inattention  altogether  unsuit- 
able to  the  5»ir  pretensions  made  in  the  first  pages  of 
the  Strictures ;  whether  such  material  changes  of  terms 
are  not  likely  to  blind  and  mislead  those,  who  want 
leisure  or  disposition  for  a  full  investigation ;  to  in- 
volve the  controversy  in  darkness  and  confusion,  and 
thus  perverU  mther  than  promote  the  only  proper  pur- 
pose of  such  publicarions. 

^  But  again ;  we  are  told,  Mr.  W.  wishes  to  know 
ivhat"  is  meant  by  the  doctrines  of  the  true  church 
^f  UoDin  all  ages,"  Mr.  W.  has  been  greatly  misun- 
derstood, if  he  has  been  supposed  to  agk  his  venerable 
opponents  ibr  any  such  definition.  Their  answer 
rnight  easily  have  been  foreseen,  and,  when  obtained, 
it  couid  hardly  he  expected  to  contribute  any  tbingto 
tiie  termination  of  dispute. 

The  authors  of  the  Counterpart  (p.  21,)  enuDfifrate 
several  doctrincF,  whl^  h  they  profess  to  believe  plain- 
ly revealed,  as  fundamental,"  and  to  haveltfeB  "  em- 
braced by  the  chiu*ch  of  God  in  every  age."  On  this 
sentence,  which  involves  the  oQ»^Qination  of  sa 
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many  millions  of  apparently  pious  people,  they  were 
called  upon  by  the  author  of  the  Com.  pages  36,  37,  to 
define  their  tertns  and  then  prove  that  those  doctrines 
V2€re  thus  revealed,  and  that  they  Jiad  been  held  by 
the  church  of  God  in  nil  ages.  To  what  purpose  then 
are  we  told  (Strict,  p.  8,)  that,  "  The  doctrines  cftke 
true  church  in  all  dgts^  are  those  main,  clear  and  sav- 
ing truths,  which  are  manifestly  contained  in  (he  si> 
cred  scriptures"  ?  Who  under  the  heavens  would  doubt 
it  ?  and  what  is  this  but  a  total  evasion  of  one  of  the 
capital  points  in  dispute  ? 

If  I  understand  what  my  opponents  have  advanced 
>-»a  this  point,  they  are  evidently  arguing  in  Avhat  logi- 
cians call  a  circle^  attempting  to  prove  t7vo  doubtful 
things  by  each  other.  It  is  presumed,  they  will  not 
-^eny  that  they  mention  so  frequently  the  supposed 
universality  of  their  particular  views,  in  the  church  of 
Christ,  in  order  to  impress  their  readers  more  deeply 
with  the  truth  and  essential  importance  of  those  senti- 
ments. But  how  do  they  make  out  that  universality? 
By  denying  either  explicitly  or  implicitly  that  any 
but  those  who  hold  those  doctrines,  belong  to  the  true 
church.  The  argument,  when  reduced  to  form,  stands 
thus :  Though  some  of  these  doctrines  hare  been 
doubted  by  m^iltitude*  of  professed  Christians,  they 
have  been  universally  acknowledged  in  the  irwe church, 
because  none  are  to  be  considered  as  belonging  to  the 
true  church  who  do  not  hold  them ;  and  since  these 
doctrines  have  been  embraced  by  the  true  church  in 
every  age,  they  must  be  view^ed  as  sacred  and  essen- 
tial doctrines.  If  the  gentlemen  think  their  ccciesi-* 
tistical  system  requires  such  a  kind  of  argument^  they 
think  futll  »s  badly  of  it,  as  the  author  of  these  remarks. 

The  author  of  the  Strictures,  while  he  declinesi,  for 
the  present,  going  into  a  full  and  formal  discussion  of 
the  importance  of  the  doctrines  in  view,  introilfices  a 
>ew  arguments,  which  «iay  be  thought  to  require  rolne 
notice.  But  let  it  be  remembered,  as  a  piece  of  sim- 
}^le  justice  to  the  writer  of  these  remarks,  that  while  he 
disputes  ih^  miidiiy  of  catmn  argiunmts  brought  in  sup^ 


part  of  certain  doclriiics^  he  is  not  dispxiting  against  the 
doctrines  ihcmselvcs*  Truth  vmst  be  sustained  by 
some  means,  that  are  not  equally  app'icakk  to  crrcr^ 
and  it  will  never  suler  by  the  removal  of  iallacious 
reasonings. 

Most  subjects  of  human  investigation,  and  especial- 
ly many  things  in  religion,  present  a  variety  cf  aspects^ 
and  consequently,  as  might  be  expected  among  crea- 
tures so  imperlect,  and  so  differently  situated,  as  men, 
excite  a  diversity  of  s»enti;nent?.  There  are  probably 
many  truths  and  important  ones  too,  which  are  in- 
volved in  some  perplexity.  Appearances  are  not  uui* 
form.  There  is  something  plausible,  and  perhaps  un- 
answerable to  be  said  against  them.^ 

Now  it  is  the  custom  of  many,  to  represent  the  most 
embarrassed  subjects,  as  of  one  uniform  aspect,  and 
that  a  very  clear  one ;  to  augmenj.  to  the  very  extreme 
the  evidence  in  favor  of  thftir  own  views,  and  to  throw 
all  counterevidence  out  of  sight.  And  what  will  be 
the  effect  of  such  a  mode  of  procedure  ?  What  but  an 
excessive  confidence  in  their  own  opinion?,  and  cor- 
responding illiberality  and  intolerance  toward  those 
who  differ  '/  Doubtless,  if  we  believe  all  the  evidence 
to  lie  on  one  side,  we  must  suppose  those  who  profess 
to  differ  in  opinion,  are  either  weak  or  wicked.  Per- 
haps then  an  impartial  examination  of  several  argu- 
ments, advanced  in  the  Stricture?,  may  with  the  gra- 
cious blessing  of  heaven  promote  the  cause  of  Chris- 
tian charity  and  forbearance. 

The  first  p®int  the  Rev.  Dr.  argues,  is  the  truth  of 
our  Lord's  essential  divinity.  By  essential  divini- 
ty," as  appears  from  the  paragraph  above,  he  means  to 
include  selfexistence  ;  he  means  to  deny  that  Christ 
in  his  superior  nature  is  Son.  At  least  this  is  under- 
stood to  he  his  meaning.  One  or  two  of  the  scriptures, 
there  cited,  particularly  John  i.  1.  I  consider  substan- 
tial evidence  of  the  divinity  of  Christ.  But  does  any 
thing,  there  adduced,  prove  it  in  the  author's  particw- 


*  See  Dr.  Watts'  Logic,  Part  11.  Chap.  3,  4,  5. 
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.4ar  t'lenr  ?  That  the  p«ssas:es,  John  x.  20,  9md  \  J6hn 
T.  7.  shouki  ever  be  thought  conclusive  by  any  one 
ivho  has  impartially  compared  them  with  Jehia  xrii. 
21>  22,  23.  &eems  hardly  imaginable. 

After  quoting  a  few  scriptures  on  the  truth  of  the 
doctrine,  the  ilev,awthor  roundly  asserts,  this  doc- 
trine h  fimJamentaL^'  The  only  ap[iearairce  of  ar- 
Tguflient  however,  by  Avhich  he  sustains  this  con- 
fident and  most  momentous  assertion,  is  a  mere  ^l- 
Insioa  to  the  declaration  cf  our  Lord,  Matt.  xvi.  18. 
"  On  this  rock  will  I  build  my  church."  But  what 
fvas  that  rock  ?  The  Roman  Gatholtcs  say,  it  vras  Pe- 
ter himself ;  but  probably  all  protrstants  will  agree  in 
referring  it  to  the  profession  P.  had  just  mude  ;  "  ThsfH 
art  the  Chnst,  the  Son  of  the  living  God."  Does  thi« 
prove  it  to  be  a  fundamental  doctrine,  that  Christ  foi 
his  divine  nature  is  w<7/  the  Son  of  God.^ 

The  second  point  argued  by  the  Rev.  Dr.  (p.  12,^) 
.  is  what  he  calls,  "  the  entire,  moral  depravity  of  fall- 
en men  while  in  a  state  of  unregeneracy."  After  some 
assertion?,  which  might  perhaps  as  well  have  been 
spared,  he  quotes  the  following  passage  from  the  Sth 
page  of  Com.  *'  I  believe  the  Holy  Spirit  often  exerts 
an  influence  on  the  hearts  of  sinners  without  bringing 
them  to  thorough  repentarce  and  habitual  holiness; 
and  r  think  it  too  much  for  us  to  saj,  that  under  such 
an  influence  an  unreformed  sinner  may  not  have  some 
temporary  feelings  similar  to  those,  which  in  thorough 
converts  are  habit iiaL" 

"  This  passage"  it  is  in  the  first  place  remarked,  "^is 
sufficiently  ambiguous."  What  does  the  learned  Dr. 
mean  by  ambiguity?  It  was  the  design  of  the  author 
to  express  the  predse  state  of  his  mind;  and  he  is  go 
unhappy,  as  not  to  se  e  how  any  thing  could  have  been 
less  ambiguous,  than  the  phraseology  he  used. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  has  interpreted  the  passage  rightly 
enough,  excepting  that  he  h?.s  given  me  an  air  of  con- 
fidence, from  Avhieh  I  would  rather  be  excused.  On 
the  sentiment  the  Dr.  attributes  to  the  passage,  he 
^J3aafce5  the  following  excIarHatioa:  *^  What  an  :iiwfui 
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tonfusion  of  moral  character  does  this  seniidient  pro- 
duce !"  and  then  subjoins,  "  One  scripture  testimony 
will  put  down  this  fatal  delusion ;  because  the  caraal 
mind  is  enmity  against  God  ;  for  it  is  not  subject  to 
the  lavT  of  God,  neither  indeed  can  be.  So  then  they 
that  are  in  the  flesh,  cannot  please  God  "  (See  Rom« 
Tiii.  7,  8.) 

As  to  this  scripture,  I  might  perhaps  insist,  that 
what  is  here  said  of  the  caraal  mind,  is  utterly  irrele- 
Tant ;  that  nothing  is  predicated  of  the  mind  itself, 
but  of  a  certain  liabit  of  mind.  The  original  phrase, 
translated  in  the  7th  Ter?e,  the  carnal  mind"  is  pre- 
cisely the  same  with  that  in  the  6th,  which  is  render- 
ed "  to  be  carnally  minded."  (To  phronema  tes  sarkos.) 

But  not  to  urge  a  criticism,  whick  does  not  indeed 
apply  to  the  whole  passage,  I  would  ask,  What  senti- 
ment, that  any  mortal  ever  thought  of  arguing  from 
scripture,  could  not  be  proved  in  the  same  way,  and 
with  equal  plausibility  and  strength  ?  Says  one,  Do 
you  doubt,  that  every  regenerate  person  leads  a  sinless 
life  What  an  awfal  confusion  of  moral  character 
does  this  sentiment  produce !  child  of  God  com- 
mitting sin  I  One  scripture  testimony  will  put  down 
this  fatal  delusion  '  He  that  is  born  of  God,  doth 
not  commit  sin ;  for  his  seed  remaineth  in  him,  and  he 
cannot  sin,  because  he  is  born  of  God."  Says  a  se- 
cond. Do  you  believe  that  the  sinner's  isnpenitemcy 
is  independent  of  any  positive  operation  from  God  ? 
that  he  hardens  hin?? self  in  his  wickedness?  One 
scripture  testimony  will  put  down  this  fatal  delusion; 
'Whom  be  will  he  hardeneth."  la  the  same  way  a  third 
will  prove  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the  bread  and  the 
wine,  used  in  the  Lord's  supper,  is  the  real  flesh  and 
blood  of  Christ ;  This  is  my  body ;  this  is  my  blood;" 
a  fourth,  that  a  tree  disciple  of  Christ  must  hate  Ws 
nearest  earthly  connexions;  "  If  any  man  come  after 
me,  and  hate  not  his  father,  and  mother,  and  wife,  and 
children,  and  brethren  and  sisters — he  cannot  be  my 
disciple;"  a  firth,  that  the  pleasures  of  sense  are  the 
•hief  5;ood ;    There  is  uothing  better  for  a  man,  thaa 
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that  he  should  eat  and  drink,  and  that  he  should  n^ak* 
his  soul  eujoy  p:^od  in  his  labour;"  a  sixth,  that  man 
is  equally  pcribhiibie  with  the  beasts;  As  the  one 
diethjso  dieth  the  other ;  yea,  Ihey  have  all  one  breath; 
so  that  man  hath  no  pre-* minence  above  a  beast;"  a 
seventh,  tl  at  aU  will  in  fact  be  savsd;  **Who  will 
have  all  men  to  be  saved,  aiui  to  come  to  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  truth;  the  longsuilerirg  of  God  is  salva- 
tion." 

Doubtless  it  will  be  replied,  •*  Such  scriptures  arc 
not  fo  be  construed  in  the  most  rigorou?  eense  of  the 
terms.  Abatements  are  to  be  made  for  strength  of 
expression.  They  are  to  be  intcrj'>reted  by  the  gene-^ 
r&l  voice  of  scripture."  Very  well;  and  possibly 
gome  such  qualification  may  be  aecessaiy  for  the  pas- 
sage before  us. 

There  U  perhaps  ao  way,  in  Vt  hieh  chanty  suflTers 
more,  than  ia  partial  views  of  scripture*  A  remarka- 
ble instance  is  recorded  John  vii  40  compared  with 
and  52.  "  This  people,  that  knoweth  not  the  law, 
afe  cursed."    A  m«st  sole/nn  w  arning  to  w.t/ 

If  the  sentiment,  imi)!ied  in  the  quotation  from  the 
C«m.  now  under  consideration,  be  »o  awfully  hereti- 
caK  as  my  Rev.  op^ionent  represents;  if  the  sinner, 
before  he  attain  to  habitual,  confirmed  holiness,  can- 
not with  any  assistances  he  may  receive  from  on  high 
do  th'it  which  is  in  the  least  degree  pleasing  to  God  ; 
I  si!ppos«  it  a  necessary  consequence,  that  prior  to  con> 
version  he  may  not  use  any  means  of  grace  ;  he  may 
not  pray  ;  he  may  not  read  the  scriptures ;  he  may  not 
attend  on  public  worship  or  instruction,  nor  even  per- 
form the  most  common  offices  of  life,  as  dutifs  ;  for 
"  the  sacrifice  of  the  wicked,"  we  are  told,  "  is  aa 
abomination  to  the  Lord."  Kay  we  may  not  attempt 
an}  such  thing,  before  we  hare  clear  evidence  of  our 
conversion,  Itst  we  commit  an  abomination.  All  thi» 
,jBom«^  very  consistently,  as  it  is  conceived,  admit.  But, 
it  is  supposed,  the  Rev.  Dr.  does  not. 

The  doctrine  of  predestination  the  Rev.  author  of 
Strict,  endeavors  to  establish  partly  by  reason  ami 
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p&ttly  i> J  scriptiire.  In  the  first  place  he  represents 
it,'  as  ai  necessary  attendant  of  that  divine  foreknowl- 
edge his  opponent  concedes.  Be  asks,  "How  could 
God  foreknow  any  thing  until  he  had  fixed  the  cer- 
tainty of  it  in  his  own  council  and  decree."  To  this 
and  other  interrogatories  of  the  kind,  the  writer  of  thi» 
most  readily  confesses,  that  he  does  trot  know  haw  it 
was  etfectedi  But  what  is  implied  in  this  coneesfcion  ? 
What  but  this,  that  he  does  not  pretead  to  have  fouad 
out  the  Almighty  to  perfection  ? 

The  Rev.  Dr.  says,  Strict,  p.  13,  "  Few  doctrines 
are  more  Irequently  revealed  in  scripturc,than  the  doc- 
trine of  God's  sovereign  election  of  a  certain  definite 
number  of  maukind  to  eternal  life  through  Christ." 
H-ow  happens  it  then,  that  he  has  not  cited  some  pas- 
sage more  to  his  purpose  ?  One  of  the  passages  he  has 
quoted  may  be  found,  Matth.  xxii.- 14.  the  other,  Epfe. 
i,  11»  But  do  either  of  these  places  assert  or  clearfy 
imply  the  doctrine  of  God's  sovereign  election  of  a  cer-- 
tain  definite  number  of  mankind  to  eternal  life  ?  Doubt- 
less "  many  are  called,  but  few  are  chosen,"  in  a  strict 
g(?nseof  the  words;  and  it  is  equally  certain,  that  ac- 
cording to  the  purpose  of  him,  who  carrietli  on  aH  his 
designs  after  the  counsel  of  his  own  will,  those  "  who 
trust  in  Christ"  are  predestinated  to  the  praise  of  his 
glory."  But  how  docs  that  support  the  several  terms 
of  the  preposition  ? 

The  Kev.  author  proceeds  in  what  mar  perhaps  be 
called  his  characteristic  manner^to  assert  the/?/w//amm- 
iol  importance  of  the  doctrine,  but  without  offering 
even  a  shadow  of  proof. 

The  doctrine  of  justification  in  the  present  life,  at 
the  basis  of  the  doctrine  of  perseverance,  the  Stric- 
tures attempt  to  prove.  It  said,  (p  14  )  "  The 
scri;-ta?es  assert  often  and  expressly,  that  men  are, 
iu  the  present  time,  justified  by  faith.  That  every 
one  who  believes  shail  be  saved."  After  this  tlie  vene- 
rable author proce^ls  to  -^rgue  from  the  scriptures  that 
men  may  believe,  long  before  they  die,  and  therefore 
thiit  they  may  be  justified  in  the  present  Iife» 
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The  author  of  the  Comments  is  not  yet  jjo  foolish, 
?19  to  deny  that  a  man  may  believe,  long  before  he 
dies ;  but  he  is  so  weak,  as  to  have  found  some  difficul- 
ty in  believieg  tliat  justllication,  as  defined  in  the  As- 
sembly's Shorter  Catechism,  takes  place  immediately 
on  a  person's  believing.    If  all  our  sins  are  actually 
pardoned^  how  happens  it,  that  we  are  all  the  residue 
of  our  lives  suffering  pimishmcnt  for  them  ?  What  be- 
comes of  the  state  of  probation?  Vv  hat  is  the  design 
of  the  (aiure  jiidgijient,  in  which  we  are  to  give  an  ac- 
count of  all  the  deeds  done  in  the  body  ? 
'  I  do  not  mention  these  difficulties,  as  disproving  the 
doctrine,  but  as  involving  it  in  a  degree  of  doubt, 
which  argues  strongly  for  charily  to  those  who  cannot 
conscientiously  profess  it. 

As  to  the  positive  proofs  of  the  doctrine,  it  may  per- 
haps be  a  little  surprising,  that  so  able  and  learned  a 
man.  cs  my  Rev.  opponent  confessedly  is,  should  have 
placed  such  reliance  on  the  tense  of  the  verb,  when  it 
is  notorious,  that  both  in  scripture  and  common  lan- 
guage the  present  and  past  are  often  used  for  the  fu- 
ture. Hardly  an}  thing  is  more  frequent,  than  for  a 
person,  w  hen  speaking  of  a  tiling,  on  which  he  is  de- 
termined, or  concerniDg  which  be  has  no  doubt,  to  say, 
"It  is  done."  For  scrij}ture  expressions  of  a  similar  \ 
Kind  the  reader  is  referred  to  Mallh.  xxvi.  23.  my 
blood  t>>'  shed Luke  xx  37.  that  the  dead  are  rais- 
ed ;''  Rom.  viii.  30.  Whom  he  justilied,  them  he  al- 
so glonfirdi'  2  Pet.  iii,  11.  Seeing  that  all  these 
things  arc  dissolved,"  as  it  stands  lu  the  original,  louton 
pardon  li  oitienon. 

To  im;)rcss  their  readers  with  the  truth  and  impor- 
tance of  their  peculiar  sentimer^ts,  the  authors  of  the 
Cou'itcrnart,  as  already  noticed.,  reprcsrr>t  or  insinuate 
in  severr  i  places  that  those  sentiments  Mere  bold  by 
the  primitive  church,  and  have  been  the  d<)ctrines  of 
the  church  :in  all  ages;  (See  Count,  pp.  3,  12,21.) 
In  the  Com.  poges  37,  38,  several  refereiices  nre  ruade 
to  Mosheiin,  i.o  refiite  those  j>retens^o:i3.  The  Rev. 
Rutliorofthe  Strict,  pa^e  24,  endearcrs  to  invalidate 
the  auilorily  of  Mosheiin,  But  hou  do^  s  he  do  H  ? 
By  Lis  own  bare  woid.  To  the  Ci^dit  of  cae,  whose 
c 
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learning  and  fidelity  hare  for  a  lon^  course  of  years 
been  generally,  if  not  universally  acknowledged,  h© 
opposes  no  authority  but  his  own.  True,  he  says  "  Mr. 
W.  may  reJy  ^vhh  more  security  on  the  writings  of 
the  evangelical  Milner,"  (though  a  discerning  scholar 
may  profitably  peruse  Mosheim.)  But  it  is  observable 
that  he  docs  not  cite  from  Milntr  &  single  word  in  op- 
positioH  to  the  testimonies  of  Mosheim.  Hence  it  is 
conceived,  those  testimonies  are  left  in  full  force. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  seems  to  concede  that  the  few  writ- 
ings, which  have  come  down  to  us  fram  the  Christian 
lathers  are  silent  on  these  points.  His  words  are,  p. 
23,  "  He  [Mr.  W.]  introduces  his  authorities  to  silence 
his  opponents,  and  convince  his  readers,  that  thos© 
doctrines,  several  of  them,  if  not  all,  were  not  adopted 
hy  the  ancient  church.  Let  it  be  observed,  those  doc- 
trines which  were  not  controverted  by  some  sect  of 
Krrorrists  in  the  church,  were  not  made  the  subjeeta 
of  animadversion  in  those  few  writings  of  the  Fathers, 
banded  down,  through  the  waste  of  ages,  to  the  present 
age.  Those  doctrines  were  admitted  truths  ;  not  be- 
ing disputed,  they  were  considered  as  established,  a«d 
passed  over  in  silence."  How  does  he  know  they 
were  admitted  truths,"  if  they  "  were  passed  over  in 
fcilence  ?" 

The  learned  Dr.  speaks  of  the  wiitings  of  the  primi- 
tive fatheiSy  which  have  escaped  through  tte  wastes 
of  time  diSfew,  intending  to  intimate  perhaps  that  they 
may  have  insisted  on  these  doctrines  in  those  writings 
which  are  lost.  But  are  their  surviving  works  so  few, 
as  to  leave  any  just  reason  to  suppose  they  do  not  con- 
tain all  the  sentiments,  their  authors  considered  of 
chief  importance  ?  VThoever  will  take  the  trouble  of 
visiting  the  library  of  Harvard  College,  or  even  of  con- 
Eulting  the  Encyclopedia  under  the  principal  names  of 
the  primitive  church,  will  find  that  the  writings,  whic^ 
have  been  transmitted  to  us  from  the.  four  firi t  centu- 
ries after  the  ascension  of  Christ,  are  really  voluminous, 
I  believe  there  are  not  less  than  forty  volumes  from 
those  centuries,  that  are  considered  authentic,  and 
fimoBg  those,  many  a  huge  folio.  Much  of  these  writ- 
ings* is  in  the  way  of  cocamentary  on  scripture,  and  on 
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Eome  of  the  passages  that  are  now  adduced  in  conftraia- 
iion  of  some  of  the  doctrines  we  are  considering.  If 
then  they  were  silent  on  any  of  these  points,  what  shall 
we  sai/  of  their  silence  ?  The  first  council  at  Deerfield 
!jn  1307,  profess  to  believe  the  doctrines,  specified  in 
their  result,  not  only  important,  but  necessary  to  be 
.believed  and  taught  for  the  ingathering  of  souls,"  &5c. 
The  longest  paragraph  on  the  5th  page  of  Strict,  may, 
i  su[)pose,  be  considered  a  mere  commentary  on  this ; 
and  this  is  the  basis  of  moat,  if  not  all  the  objectiotK, 
that  have  ever  been  made  to  the  pastor  of  Deerfieid,  as 
a  minister  of  the  gospel.  They  are  not,  so  far  as  he 
ever  learned,  that  be  preaches  heresy,  but  that  he  does 
not  sufficiently  inculcate  the  truth.  Now  on  this 
ground  what  will  be  the  conclusion  relative  to  the 
primitive  church  ?  Must  it  not  be  this,  that  for  several 
centuries  immediately  succeeding  the  apostles  the 
church  v/as  not  favored  with  a  single  minister  worthy 
of  the  office  ?  If  it  is  such  a  criminal  neglec*,  as  many 
consider  it,  to  preach  a  single  sermon  without  intro- 
ducirng  the  whole  system  of  religion,  what  shall  wc  say 
of  those  who  would  write  volume  after  volume  and 
large  volumes  too,  without  introducing  even  their  fun- 
damentals, if  they  considered  these  doctrines  so  ?  Were 
those  the  golden  days  of  the  church  ? 

"  However,"  says  the  Rev.  Dr.  Strict,  p.  23,  it 
will  not  be  contended,  that  Christ'^  essential  divhiity 
was  not  a  doctrine  maintain€^d  as  fundamental  by  the 
evangelical  church  in  ancient  times,  since  so  much 
blood  was  thed  by  savage  persecuting  Arians,  Ate. 
How  many  blessed  martyrs  of  Jesus  have  sealed  their 
faith  with  their  blood,  while  groaning  under  the  pecii- 
tiarly  cniel  and  intolerant  spirit  of  Antitrinit?rlanism.'^ 
Is  there  any  thins  conclusive  in  this  ?  Because  the 
"  savage  Arians"  imbibing  the  5?pirit,  which  has  been 
sadly  prevalent  in  almost  all  ages  of  the  church,  perse- 
cuted their  opposers,  thfrrfore  iheir  opoosers  had  the 
same  views  of  our  Lord's  divinity  with  those  who  claim 
.the  exclusive  title  of  ortho<'oxy  at  the  present  day ! 
Beside,  when  did  these  persecutions  take  place  ?  Arius 
Jiimself  did  not  come  upon  the  stage  bt  fore  the  fourth 
ceutury,  when,  as  all  agree,  the  purest  days  of  th« 
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eliurch  Tf ere  past.  In  regard  to  the  style  of  tliis  pas- 
sage &  indeed  the  substance  of  it,  some  perhaps  may  b« 
iaclined  to  adopt  the  words  of  the  Rev.  author  in  an- 
other place,  (Strict,  p.  3.)  "  If  it  is  calculated  to  7novCy 
it  is  not  calculated  to  infann^  or  to  aid  in  disquisitions 
after  truth." 

^'  Nor,"  continues  the  Rev.  author,  can  it  be  fair- 
ly alledged,  Hiat  tke  doctrioes  of  total  moral  de{T  ivity, 
and  of  special,  -supernatural  grace,  were  not  the  receiv- 
ed doctrines  of  tiie  true  church,  previously  to  their  be- 
in^  attacke»l  by  the  Pelagians,  in  support  of  their  fa- 
fy^vWt,  ?chenie  Kiijfce  will  and  the  ^\\^ickncij  of  common 
grcce,'''  What,  if  this  ceuld  not  be  alleged?  Would 
tiiis  negative  state  of  things  justify  my  opponents  in  al- 
leghig  the  coatriiry  ?  Eeslde,  when  did  the  Pelagians 
afiEe  Not  before  the  close  of  the  fourth  century.  As 
to  (he  t^octrij^e  of^specitd,  snperaataral  grace,"  it  is 
supposed,  the  prinr/itive  chdrcb  did  hold  it,  as  well  as 
the  writer  r  f  thrst*  remarks. 

It  is  ?u^joincd  i  i  the  Strictures  (p.  24  )  The  doc- 
trine of  the  decrees  and  of  parlicuiar  election  was  a 
received  arti'  le  of  faith,  as  is  evident  fror«  the  alarm, 
which  wixs  elicited  in  the  Christian  church,  as  soon  as 
it  WIS  attacked."  When  ?  What  alarm  i  What  was 
said,  or  done  ?  By  whom  ?  It  is  not  by  any  means  un- 
frequent  for  men  of  passion  and  pride  to  hold  their  own 
original  fancies  essential  to  the  wellbeing  of  the 
church,  and  to  exhibit  great  alarm,  when  opposed  in 

iiu^,  if  vre  may  credit  several  authors  of  acknowledg- 
ed ability,  the  fathers  were  ?i(t  silent  on  several  of  the 
points  before  u?,  but  gave  their  voice  moat  explicitly 
against  them,  particularly,  as  to  a  limited  redemption^ 
and  such  a  predestination,  as  destroys  the  freedom  of 
the  human  will.  Dr.  Tomiiue,  Ld.  Bp.  of  Lincoln,  has 
produced  in  a  treatise  oa  these  points  more  than  100 
pages  from  the  writings  of  the  fathers  of  the  four  first 
centuries,  which  appear  to  speak  a  very  diff<  rent  lan- 
guage, on  some  points,  from  what  is  claimed  to  be  the 
orthodoiiy  of  the  present  day.  Whether  he  is  faithful  in 
his  extracts  and  translations,  I  have  not  had  oppor- 
tunities for  determimng.    As  be  h^is  pledged  bovrever 
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his  word  and  character  on  his  fidelity  and  fairnes?, 
and  as  he  has  referred  his  readers  to  tlie  places,  where 
the  quotations  may  be  Tound,  the  presumption  is,  that 
he  intended  strict  -impartiality.  At  any  rate  it  will  re- 
quire something  more  than  a  bare  word  from  my  Rev. 
opponent  to  put  down  his  authority.  I  proceed  to 
give  a  few  extracts  from  the  several  authors  he  quotes, 
referring  to  the  pages,  w^iere  they  are  to  be  found,  and 
the  times  they  wrote. 

Ignaiius  a  Contemporary  with  the  Apostles, 
If  any  one  be  impious,  he  is  a  man  of  the  devil, 
being  made  so,  not  by  nature,  but  by  his  own  wilL" 
Vol.  2.  p.  53.  Cotlerius'  ed.  1724. 

Justin  Martyr,  A.  jD.  140. 
"  The  Father  of  the  universe  was  willing  his  Christ 
should  take  the  curses  of  all  for  the  whole  human  race." 
Page  345,  Thirtby^s  ed. 

Tatian.  A,  D.  172. 
"  No  evil  proceeds  from  God.    We  have  produced 
wickedness ;  but  those  who  produced  it,  have  it  in 
their  power  again  to  renounce  it.^"    Page  45.  Worth's 
ed.  Oxford,  1700. 

Irenceus,  A,  D.  1 78. 
"  Those  w^ho  do  not  work  it,"  [good]  "  will  receive 
the  just  judgment  of  God,  because  they  have  not  work- 
ed good,  when  they  had  it  in  their  power  to  work  it." 
Page  281,  Ben.  ed. 

Clement y  of  Alexandria^  A,  D.  194. 
Neither  praise,  nor  di«prdise,  nor  honours,  nor  pun- 
ishments would  be  just,  if  the  soul  had  not  the  power 
of  desiring  and  rejecting,  and  if  vice  were  involuntary 
Page  368,  Potter's  ed. 

Either  the  Lord  does  not  care  for  all  men,  and 
this  proceeds  either  from  his  not  being  able  to  do  so — 
or  from  his  not  being  willing,  though  able,  which 
would  not  be  compatible  with  his  attribute  of  goodness, 
or  he  does  care  for  all  men,  which  is  becoming  him 
who  is  Lord  of  all."    Page  832, 

Tertidliany  A.  D.  200. 
That  which  is  subject  to  our  own  will,  we  ought 
not  to  refer  to  the  will  of  God." — "  If  you  do  not  obey 
(3oD,  who  having  given  you  a  conjwand,  has  formed 
c  2- 
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yon  with  a  free  po^er,  you  will  roluntarily  fall,  by  the 
freedom  of  your  will,  into  that  which  God  does  not 
will."    Page  519,  Rigaltius'  ed. 

Cyprian,  A.  D,  248. 
*'  Thpt  inaa  has  irr e  will  to  believe  or  not  lo  be- 
lieve," [is  shown]  "ia  Dcut.    I  have  set  belbie  you 
Jire  and  death,'^  /vc.    Page  319,  Benedict,  ed. 
Lactantius^  A,  i).  306* 
God  denies  immortality  to  no  human  being,  who 
h  born  ii.to  the  world.    V^ol.  1.  p.  437.  Dnp.  ed. 
Eiischiiis,  A.  />.  315. 
'*  Whf  n  a  vr^n  acts  wrongly,  nature  is  not  to  be 
blamsd;  for  what  is  wrong,  takes  place,  Lot  according 
to  nature,  l)ut  contrary  to  nnture,  it  being  the  v.  ork  of 
clicier,  and  not  of  ntiture."  Page  250,  Pr.  Erang.  Pa- 
ris ed.  1028. 

Atlianadus,  A.  B.  326. 
V,y  hi?  death];salvation  came  to  all,  and  everj  crea- 
ture was  ransomed.    He  is  the  lifa  of  ail — a  ransom 
lor  the  salvation  of  aJI."    Page  79,  Ber.edict.  ed. 
eerily  cf  Jerusalem^  A,  D.  3  18. 
Asa  writing  pen  or  a  weapon  has  need  of  one  to 
act  with  it,  so  grace  has  need  of  those  who  believe.'' — 
"  it  belongs  to  txOD  to  give  grace,  but  to  yon  to  re- 
ceive andpreserre  it."    Page  17,  Benedict,  ed. 
Hilary,  A.  D.  354. 
"  There  is  not  any  necessity  of  nn  in  the  nature  of 
men ;  but  the  practice  of  sin  arises  from  the  desire  of 
the  will,  and  the  pltasure  of  vice.^'    Page  219,  Bene- 
dict, ed. 

Epiphanius,  A.  D.  363. 
To  believe  or  not  to  believe  is  in  our  own  power. 
But  where  it  is  in  our  power  to  believe  or  not  to  be- 
lieve, it  is  in  our  power  to  act  rightly  or  to  sin  ;  to  do 
good  or  to  do  evil.*'    Page  575,  Pttavius'  ed.  1682. 
Basil,  A.  D,  370. 
"  As  no  reasoning  teaches  us  to  hate  illness,  but  we 
have  a  spontaneous  dislike  of  the  things  which  give  us 
pain ;  so  there  is  in  the  soul  a  certain  untaught  declin- 
ation from  evil."    Vol.  1.  p.  83,  Ben.  ed. 

You  well  know  that  the  cooperation  of  Geo  de- 
pends on  your  own  wills."   Vol  3,  p.  432. 
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Gregory,  Na:^.  A.  D.  370. 
«  We  have  need  both  of  power  over  ourseh  e:?,  and 
of  salvation  from  God.    Therefore,  pays  he,  '  It  is  not 
of  him  that  willeth,'  that  is,  not  of  him  only  that  will- 
eth,  nor  of  him  only  that  rmmeth,  but  of  God  that 
ahovveth  mercy."    Vol.  1.  p.  504,  Paris  ed.  1630. 
Gregory  of  Nyssa.^  A,  D,  3  70. 
That  any  one  should  btcome  wicked  depends  sole- 
ly upon  choice."    Vol.  2.  p.  304,  Paris  ed-  1638. 
Ambrose,  A.  D,  314. 
You  are  the  cause  of  your  own  WTckedness;  you 
lead  yourself  iut  )  vice  ;  you  stir  up  your  elf  to  crimes. 
Why  do  you  call  in  a  foreign  nature  to  excuse  your 
failings  ?  It  certaiuly  is  in  our  own  power  to  moderafe 
our  desire?,  to  curb  anger,  to  restrain  latts."    Vol.  1. 
p.  13,  Bencd.  ed, 

"  God  dedres  to  be  the  cause  of  saltation  to  ail,  nat 
of  death  :  He  repels  none."    Vol.  1.  p.  672. 

The  Lord  kuows  v^ho  are  bis  He  wishes  all  to 
be  hi?,  whom  he  hath  formed  and  created."  Vol.  1. 
p.  365. 

"T?'o  good  Lord  requires  exertion;  he  supplies 
strength."    Vol.  1.  p.  1400. 

Jerome,  A.  D,  392. 
The  choice  of  good  or  evil  rests  with  our  own 
free  will."    Vol.  3.  p.  413, Benedict,  cd. 

"It  is  not  necessary,  that  we  should  do  what  he" 
[God]  "  foreknew,  because  he  knew  it  would  happen; 
but  because  ne  were  about  to  do  it  by  our  own  free 
will,  he,  as  God,  knew  it  would  happen."  Vol.  3. 
p.  653. 

"  .John  the  Baptist  utters  a  falsehood,  when  he 
points  to  Christ,  and  says,  '  Behold  the  Lamb  of  cioD 
that  taketh  away  the  sin  of  the  world,'  if  there  be  still 
persons  in  the  world,  whose  sins  Christ  has  not  taken 
away."    Vol.  4.  part  2.  p.  646. 

Ahgvstine^  A.  D,  398. 

« If  he"  [Pelagius]  "  will  agre  e,  that  the  will  itself, 
and  the  action  are  assisted  by  God,  and  so  assisted,, 
that  we  cannot  will  or  do  any  thing  well  without  that 
assistance,  no  controversy  w  ill  be  left  between  us^  a& 


far  as  I  can  judge,  concerning  the  assistance  of  the 
grace  of  God/'    Vol.  10.  p.  231,  Ben.  ed, 

Chrysostom^  A.  D.  398. 
-   *' If  Av^^ckedness  were  inherent  in  man  by  nature, 
any  one  might  with  reason  resort  to  an  excuse,"  Vol. 
1.  p.  83,  Benedict,  ed. 

"  AVhat  wouhl  be  raore  unjust,  than  that  those 
fthould  be  punished,  who  are  not  able  to  do  what  ought 
to  be. done,  or  that  those  should  suffer,  whose  actions 
are  not  in  their  own  power  ?"    Vol.  6.  p.  165. 

"It  rests  with  us,  Avhether  God  will  have  pity  upon 
us."    Vol.  Ih  p.  494. 

Thus  much  from  Tomline's  citations  from  the  Fa- 
thers. Many  original  extracts  of  similar  import  might 
be  added  ;  but  my  limits  will  not  admit. 

I  would  not  be  understood  to  rest  the  truth  of  any 
religious  doctrines  on  the  apparent  sentiments  of  the 
early  fathers  of  the  church.  They  too  were  fallible 
men.  Nay,  let  the  word  of  God  be  the  sujireme  cri- 
terion of  Christian  truth.  But  the  preceding  citations, 
if  faithful,  show^  how  slender  are  the  pretensions  of  my 
o^jpbnents  to  primitive  ground  even  in  support  of  such 
awful  denunciations  against  their  brethren  in  the 
Lord.  Doubtless  there  are  many  passages  in  the  fa- 
thers, that  would  serve  to  qualify  some  of  the  foregoing 
quotations,  and  in  many  instances  I  should  myself  wish 
they  should  be  qualified. 

In  conclusion  of  this  subject  "  the  writer  of  the 
Strictures  believes,  that  the  doctrines  considered  as 
eisential  by  the  true  church  of  God,  maybe  ascertain- 
ed by  the  confessions  of  faith  adopted  in  the  church, 
after  it  emerged  from  the  errors  of  popery ;  that  is, 
from  the  confessions  of  the  Lutheran,  the  Episcopal, 
the  Presbyterian,  and  Independent  churches  of  Eu- 
rope, and  from  the  articles  of  faith  adopted  in  the  ear- 
lier and  purer  ages  of  the  New  England  churches;  by 
men  versed  in  the  Writings  of  the  fathers,  and  more 
deeply  versed  in  the  scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New 
Testament. 

I  am  at  some  loss  hdw  to  understand  the  Rev.  Dr. 
in  this  passage.  Does  he  mean  that  the  sentiments  ot 
tke  fathers  are  to  be  inferred  Irom  those  of  the  jccfgrm- 


crs  ?  iiiat  we  are  ImpIicUSy  to  go  to  them,  as  inter- 
preters of  the  fathers  ^  What  a(Wantages  had  they  for 
Rn  acquaintance  with  this  subject,  which  rve  have  not  ? 
Have  any  ancient  hocks  since  their  day  been  losl  ? 
Have  any  explanatory  facts  or  events  passed  into  ohlivi" 
on  ?  Are  our  instiliilions  of  learning  inl*eri(»r  to  their?, 
our  lives  shorter,  or  the  powers  of  our  minds  less  ade- 
quate to  the  subject  ?  Is  n'4  the  reverse  of  several  of 
thf  se  things  notoriousiy  true  Kav  e  we  not  all  the 
light  thei/  ha  J,  all  they  contributed  to  the  general  stocic, 
and  ail  that  has  been  supplied  by  several  intervening 
ages,  in  which,  whatever  the  general  character,  there 
have  been  many  prodigies  of  industry  and  learning  1 
Whence,  if  Ave  be  not  as  capable  of  judging  for  our- 
selves what  v»  ere  the  sentiments  of  the  primitive  fa- 
thers, as  those,  who  had  just  emerged  from  the  gros* 
dark!iess  of  popery,  is  it  not  our  shame  ? 

The  Kcv.  Dr.  still  lays  claim  to  the  protestant 
churches  of  ear'y  times  at  least,  as  holding  all  the  sen- 
Ihnents,  for  which  he  is  contending.  In  nippori  of 
this  claim  he  refers,  as  may  be  seen  above,  to  the  coa« 
fessions  of  the  Lutheran,  Episcopal,  Presbyterian, 
and  Independent  churches  of  Europe,  and  the  articles 
of  faith,  adopted  in  the  earlier  and  purer  age  of  tlie  JsTew 
England  churches."  Should  this  claim  be  established^ 
how  far  would  it  fa=l  short  of  that  universality,  to 
which  the  gentlemen  first  pretended  ! 

That  the  sentiments  under  discussion  were  general- 
ly held  by  the  early  churches  of  N^ew  England,  is  pro* 
bab'e.  Certain  it  is,  that  the  authors  of  the  Cambridge 
platform  recognise  the  Assembly's  Catechism,  as  a 
summary  of  their  own  faith.  As  to  the  Presbyterian 
and  Congregational  churches  of  Great  B'-itain,  I  have 
understood  from  a  satisfactory  source,  though  1  am  not 
now  abie  to  give  the  authority,  that  the  Westminster 
Assembly  was  near  equally  divided  in  the  adoption  of 
their  articles.  There  is  some  plausibility  in  the  asser- 
tion, that  the  Lutherans  in  the  commencrnient  oftlio 
reformation  held  most,  if  not  all  of  these  doctrines  \a 
the  same  sense,  in  which  Calvin  afterward  asserted 
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Ihem,  ?Lnd  particularly  those  of  election  and  predesti- 
natjon.  Melaiicthon  coaleast's  that  at  the  beginning 
of  the  refomiation  there  had  been  among  its  advocates 
horrid  stoic  disputations  about  fate.  He  expresses  him- 
self in  similar  terms  of  the  predestination  of  Calvin, 
ir  however  we  may  confide  in  high  authorities,  this 
doctrine  was  expressly  discarded  by  the  Lutherans, 
long  before  the  dcatli  of  Luther.  ?delaneth©n  in  a  stand- 
ard work  of  his,  entitled  Loci  Theologici,  had  incul- 
cated the  doctrine ;  but  in  1533  he  expunged  it,  and 
inserttd  the  opposite  one  of  contingency,  in  the  same 
book  he  seems  piainly  not  to  adnut  of  total  depravity^ 
nor  indefectible  grace  in  the  Calvinistic  sense.*  On 
this  work  Luther  afterward  bestoTred  high  and  unre- 
served coaimendation.f 

That  the  Thirty  Nine  articles  of  the  Esglieh  Epis- 
copal church,  when  fairly  interpreted,  are  not  Calvin^ 
i»tic  ;  that  they  do  not  avow  the  Calvinistic  doctrines 
of  election  and  predestination^  original  sin,  or  total  do- 
pravitz/,  and  irresistible  and  indefectible  grace,  many 
have  attempted  to  show,  and  aisong  others  Dr.-*  Law- 
rence in  his  Bampton  Lectures.  This  he  argues  first 
from  the  fact,  that  the  Calvinists  were  not  satisfied 
with  tl:em,  but  in  the  reigns  of  Elizabeth,  Jamei  L  and 
Charles  L  endeavored  to  procure  amendments  in  favar 
of  their  peculiar  sentiments ;  and  secondly  from  the 
kn©wn  opinions  of  Arch.  Bp.  Cranmer,  whom  he 
proves  to  have  been  the  author,  and  from  the  source, 
whence  they  were  borrowed.  He  shows  by  authentic 
documents  that  Melancthon,  the  German  reformer,  af- 
ter he  had  become  what  the  Rev.  Dr.  v/ould  call  an 
apostate,  was  consulted  ;  that  he  received  repeated  in- 
vitations, not  less  than  five  or  six,  by  letters  and  em- 
bassies, to  come  over  to  England,  and  aid  in  the  set- 
tlement of  their  articles.  And  he  produces  strong  in- 
ternal evidence,  that  several  of  those  articles  were 
borrowed  from  the  Lutheran  confessions. 

To  those,  who  are  not  acquainted  with  the  institu- 
tion of  the  BaMpton  Lectures,  it  may  be  of  importance 


^  See  Lawrence's  Bampton  Lectures^  pp-  248,  24% 
250,  262,  406,  7,  414,  5,  8,  422.  t  301. 


iA  be  told,  that  they  are  eight  lectures,  delivered  every 
J  ear  in  the  university  of  Oxford.  The  lecturer  is  ap- 
pointed by  tile  heads  of  the  colleges,  and  of  course 
must  be  supposed  to  be  a  man  of  character  and  great 
learning.  Dr.  Lawrence,  being  resident  at  the  univer- 
sity, had  the  bene  it  of  that  immense  library  for  sl  year^ 
in  preparing  thfee  lectures  with  the  notes  subjoined. 

Thns  much  for  the  tiev,  Dr's.  claims  to  the  relbrma* 
tfon.  That  the  churches  on  the  continent  of  Europe, 
the  Episcoj)al  church  of  Eagland,  or  the  churches  of 
our  own  c«>untry  have  adhered  to  ail  these  doctrines, 
1  suppose  he  will  not  now  pretend. 

i  mi^ht  further  insist  that  the  real  agreemeMt  of 
Christians  on  some  of  these  points,  particularly  the 
Baysf  erious  doctrines  of  the  Trinity,  is  much  less,  thaa 
the  apparent  agreement.  Those  who  in  general  terms 
acknowledge  and  assert  the  doctrine,  ditfer  as  much  in 
the  sentiments  they  affix  to  those  terms,  as  they  do 
from  others. 

So  much  for  the  assumed  universality  of  the  doc- 
trines in  view,  on  account  of  which  the  gentlemen,  I 
suppose,  would  terrify  their  readers  out  of  all  charity 
Cor  those  who  cannot  profess  them.  I  wish  however 
again  to  state  that  1  have  not  been  arguing  «gamsl  the 
doctrines,  but  against  pretensions  to  a  degree  of  evidence, 
which,  I  conceive,  does  not  exists 

Of  the  minority  of  the  council  at  Greenfield,  the 
Rev.  author  says,  p.  28,  "  It  is  not  without  prece- 
dent,  that  members  have  by  a  council  called  to  or- 
dain, been  excluded,  &:c.  A  precedent  of  this  kind 
occurred  in  this  neighborhood  not  many  years  since-^ 
Does  the  gentleman  refer  to  the  instance,  that  took 
place  at  L.  by  his  own  instigation  ?  If  so,  is  it  admis- 
sible, that  he  should  plead  it,  as  a  precedent  in  the  pre- 
sent case  ? 

On  the  23th  page  the  Rev.  author  undertakes  to 
give  the  public  information  relative  to  the  creeds,  suc- 
cessively used  in  the  church  of  Deerfteld,  wiiV  some- 
thing like  an  insinuation,  that  Mr.  W.  had  either  igno- 
ranlly  or  designedly  imposed  upon  them  in  regard  to 
iHie  creed,  for  which  the  on»^  now  used  is  a  substitute. 

Inhig  Comment?,  Mr.  Wiilardhas  iRserJcd  the  Con- 


Taylor,  and  tlie  Confession  by  liim  since  introduceil. 
The  public  may  be  led  to  tbink  that  the  Confession, 
used  by  Mr.  Taylor,  was  the  ancient  esfeablisbeil  Con- 
fession of  Deerfield  Church  ;  but  it  is  proper,  that  the 
public  should  know  that  the  Church  did  not  perma- 
nenUy  lay  aside  their  ancient  creed,  but  considered  it 
the  basis  of  their  union.    It  probably  now  lies  among 
the  reconls  of  the  Church."    He  professes  to  have  re- 
ceived his  information  from  Rev.  Mr.  Taylor.    But  in 
reply  to  all  this  1  can  saj^  that  so  far  as  1  have  learned, 
and  I  have  made  many  inquiries,  the  information  wasi 
as  new  to  every  member  of  this  church,  as  it  could  be 
to  any  body  on  earth ;  it  was  perfectly  so  to  me  ;  the 
person  who  acted  as  scribe,  dunr-g  the  vacancy  of  the 
pastoral  office,  and  who  was  as  likely  to  be  faithful  to 
auch  a  trust,  as  any  one  in  the  church,  neither  brought 
nie  the  ancient  creed  with  tlie  other  papers  and  books, 
nor,  so  far  as  I  can  recollect,  said  a  word  about  it ;  and 
f  nally  Mr.  Tayior  himself,  has  not  left  en  record  a 
tingle  word,  to  show  that  the  old  creed  was  not,  ae 
all  appearances  would  lead  one  to  suppose,  entirely 
superseded  by  the  new  one.    The  object  of  a  ineetinir 
dJxtfd     Dec.  28,  1C04."  (18C3,  I  suppose  It  should 
have  been,)  is  stated  to  have  been,     to  see  whether 
the  church  would  shorten  the  confesoion  of  faith 
which  they  voted  to  take  into  consideration.    At  an 
a(3journed  meeting,  March  16,  1804,  it  is  recorded,  "  a 
new  confession  of  faith  was  prepared  by  the  Pastor,  an  J. 
accepted and  this  is  all,  that  is  said  on  the  subject- 

1  have  now  done  with  these  Remarks.  Whether 
they  will  be  considered,  as  entitled  to  an  answer  on 
citl.er  of  the  conditions  prt scribed  in  the  Strictures,  I 
can  not  tell.  But,  should  any  ansrwer  be  made,  it  must 
be  in  point ;  it  muU  contain  less  of  assertion,  and  more 
of  proof  or  plausible  reasoning:;  or  the  j)ubiic  need  not 
€>;>:ct  another  address  fiom  the  author  ol  this. 

If  any  tiiins^,  inconsistent  with  the  Christian  spirit, 
has  found  its  way  into  tht  se  Remarks,  may  a  mercirul 
God  fo^^ive  it,  and  avert  its  evil  effects.;  and  may 
be  grfint  such  ligbt  rnd  'nf;uenre  fron:  above,  that  al'. 
w  ho  love  J  be  Lorii  Jesus  Christ  ia  feincerity,  may  iov  <^ 
^ne  another. 


